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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 7/17/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that, " Indeed, Sezan's description scheme generation module 
and program analysis module provide data to a data storage unit It is will known that 
data is not properly eguivalent to executable instructions. Thus, Sezan does not teach 
or suggest that the system description schedule includes "executable storage 
management instructions" that cause automated management of the media storage 
device, as claimed '. The examiner disagrees and notes Column 7, Lines 18-24, which 
states that the stored data can be executed to determine what programs to record, 
therefore Sezan clearly teaching machine executable code, which when executed, 
directs the system to record television programs. In other words, the data must be 
executed by the system's processor in order for the system to know what programs to 
record. 

Applicant also argues that Kunkel does not teach machine executable 
instructions. See arguments above for Sezan teaching this limitation. 

Applicant also argues Kenner does not teach or suggest updating the stored 
program with the updated version of the particular one of the plurality of clips, as recited 
in claim 32 because Kenner only discloses updating a locally stored video clip. The 
examiner notes that nowhere in the claim is remote storage of a video clip required. 
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However, even if remote storage is required, see Column 4, Lines 43-45 for both local 
and remote storage of the video clips. 

Applicant also argues that the examiner has not demonstrated the motivation 
required to combine Sezan and Kenner, because the motivation has not been taken 
from the reference. Although the MPEP does not require motivation to be specifically 
taught by the reference, see Column 3, Lines 60-64 for Kenner teaching that, " the 
invention provides a true or complete distributed architecture with increased reliability 
and the capability of supporting thousands of simultaneously attached user, at a fraction 
of the cost of the massively parallel system ". 

Therefore, in view of the Applicant's arguments failing to be persuasive the 
rejection stands and is provided below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 - 4, 6 - 9, 1 1 - 14, 16 - 19, 21 - 24, 26 - 29 and 31 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sezan et al (6,236,395). 
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Regarding claim 1, Sezan discloses a method and a computer readable 
medium for enabling an electronic device for automated management of a on-site 
storage device (see col 6 lines 23 - 39 and col 7 lines 7 - 40). Sezan discloses 
receiving and radio and video programs and recoding the programs (see col 7 lines 7 - 
38, col 6 lines 23 - 39). Sezan further discloses receiving context data describing the 
received programs (see description scheme - col 5 lines 33 - 46, col 6 lines 1-38 and 
col 9 lines 13 - 48). In addition, Sezan discloses, "The system description scheme 22 
preferably manages the individual programs and other data" (see col. 6 lines 23 - 
25). Sezan further discloses "...the system description scheme will be capable of 
storing the information contained within the program description scheme, so that 
information is properly indexed. With proper indexing, the system is capable of 
matching such information with user information, if available, for obtaining and recording 
suitable programs" (see col. 7 lines 18 - 24). Thus Sezan discloses an executable 
system description scheme which is used for storing and managing programs and other 
data i.e. content data and context data. It is noted that the managing and indexing is 
done without requiring user input. Sezan also discloses "The system, in an 
autonomous manner, periodically obtains and records the audiovisual information that 
maybe of interest to the user.." (see col. 9 lines 48 - 52) and thus discloses storing 
without requiring user input. 

Regarding claim 2, Sezan inherently discloses the claimed processor and 
computer readable memory as required to perform the function of automated 
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management of data stored on the storage medium (see col 6 lines 23 - 39, col 6 line 
63 - col 7 line 40). 

Regarding claims 3, 13 and 23, Sezan discloses "It is preferred to maintain the 
program description scheme separate from the system description scheme because 
the content providers repackage the content and description schemes in different 
styles, times and formats" (see col. 7 lines 40 - 45) and thus discloses a storage 
management service provider located remotely from said media storage device. 

Regarding claim 4, Sezan discloses the claimed managing content data and 
context data of media signal stored on the media storage device according to storage 
management instructions (see col 9 lines 1- 7, col 9 line 40 - col 10 line 37, col 7 lines 7 
-38). 

Regarding claims 6 and 8, Sezan discloses deleting of stored programs and 
writing of programs (see col 1 1 lines 50 - 67) per a user description profile scheme and 
the system description scheme. It is noted that the system description scheme is used 
for the recording or writing of new media signal (see col. 7 lines 16 - 49) thus Sezan 
discloses the claimed "allowing overwriting of a new media signal over a media signal 
recorded onto said media storage device in accordance with said storage management 
instructions". 

Regarding claim 7, Sezan discloses receiving user preferences from said on- 
site user (see col 5 lines 37-45, col 9 lines 40 - 50). 

Regarding claims 9 and 31, Sezan discloses "the system description scheme 
may be transported to the source to provide the source with view or other capabilities 
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that the device with image, audio and/or video content customized or otherwise suitable 
for the particular device" (see col. 8 lines 1 - 8) and also discloses "...because the 
content providers repackage the content and description schemes in different styles, 
times and formats" and thus discloses the claimed limitations. 

updating the description schemes (see col 6 lines 1 - 6, col 9 lines 9 - 25). 

Claims 11 and 21, are met by the discussions above. 

Regarding claims 12 and 22, Sezan discloses enabling the storage 
management instructions to execute on the on-site media storage device (see col 6 
lines 23 - 39, col 6 line 63 - col 7 line 40). 

Claims 14, 16, 18, 19, 24, 26, 28 and 29 are met by the discussions above. 

Regarding claims 17 and 27, Sezan discloses a system description scheme 
records programs based on preference data in user description scheme (see col. 9 lines 
41 -52, col. 7 lines 7 -15). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Sezan et al (6,236,395) in view of Kunkel et al (US 2002/0056093). 
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Regarding claims 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30, Sezan fails to disclose providing 
context-sensitive management and wherein the storage management instructions are 
capable of managing a discrete context-content clip of data. 

In analogous art, Kunkel teaches a system which filters additional descriptive 
information at the set-top box according to demographic information for the benefit of 
providing more targeted additional information. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to an artisan skilled in the art at the time of the invention to include managing the 
context of description scheme in Sezan for the benefit of targeting and thus providing 
descriptive information that a user would find more interesting or useful. 

4. Claims 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sezan et al (6,236,395) in view of Kenner et al (US 5,956,716). 

Regarding claims 32 and 33, as discussed above, Sezan discloses receiving 
executable storage management instructions at a media storage device to record a 
program by receiving context data associated with the program, wherein the storage 
management instructions instruct the media storage device to store the program and 
automatically executing the received storage management instructions without requiring 
a user input. Sezan fails to disclose receiving an updated version of a particular one of 
a plurality of clips of a program stored at a media storage device and using the 
management instructions to store one of the plurality of clips. 
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Kenner teaches storing video clips at a user device. Kenner further recognizes 
the video clips stored may not be current and thus teaches providing updated clips to a 
user device (see col. 5 lines 1-15, col. 28 lines 59 - 65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Sezan to include the claimed limitations for 
the benefit of providing a user with the most up-to-date and recent clips and 
programming. 

Regarding claim 33, the combination of Sezan and Kenner teaches the claimed 
limitation. It is noted that since Kenner teaches receiving a displaying a updated clip, 
necessarily the user can output a program before the updated clip is received or can 
also output the program after the updated clip is received. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason P. Salce whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7301. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Jason P Salce 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2623 

August 11, 2006 




